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’rura] schaol dlstr|cts of slmilla, size. SéVEﬂteen'districts wer e surveyed

|n;New Maxis@; §42¢distircts were surveyed in the national study.

v 3 / .
- The study gathered data related to he rgrgl dnstriﬁt, the” school b
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A RESEARCH REPORT DF SMALL/RURAL SGHDDL DISTRTC"I‘S IN NEW. MEXICO. A s

T CDHEARED 'I'O SCHDOL DISTRICTE OF- SIHILAR SIZE NATIDNWIDE R -
[ " by o o L o
- Bruce O, Barker- and Ivan D. Muse T ) -
S v I,IRDDUGIIDNV o _;if‘{jif/,;
Until fézéﬁﬁl}",; :émparatively few edu tors havg taken an- interegﬁ in the

-

'_'stzangths and challengeg of A;nerica 5 small/mral f‘“‘“'ﬁéls, despice the fact

that almosp Gﬂé'sthifdr of , America's -'yuungstefs .at = - schools classifi a‘g

i,

- ) . \ﬁ
. rural (REA News, 1982). Wiﬁh the decline . in schaaj. ¢ ﬁsclidat ion aﬂd the
. . _ == .

current population shift to nnn-ma&rapglitan areas_ Beal . 1975) it;, V,is

F

‘ciearly ei‘fideijt that ﬂ{r’ai schcmls -will continue to play a»Sigﬁlflcaﬁt role

'in the futu:e educatiaﬁal dgvelapment of a 1a g segmenc of éur-sacjety.

Currently, very- 1lttlE data are ava;lable about - rural schcﬂl systems 1n our

=

m‘ )

ociety. ' Ih;s is paarticularly true of K<12 sysﬁems enrall;ng less than 1,000
- : 7 v

students (Nazhtigal 1979).

"The pufpase of this repart is, te preéent major flndings -of K 12 rural

SEhﬁDl dlstrlcts in New Mexita w:Lth those t:f a ﬁat;Oﬂwﬁle study cc:mpléted ﬁy

arker (1983); in which dedcriptive data were chlEcted on K 12 and/cr S1=12

rural s:hgol sy%tems enrulling 90D students or less. The f;ﬁdlﬁgs were gaéfhered '

durin%. the: 1932—83 aégdgmlc year. ﬁ-_i ' e \'

Using the EducatiOﬁ Diraczary, Fall 1980: ‘,Lglcai giiuéat;cg Aggnciés as
o i — ) ) g i .
a réference, ‘a- hand u:uunt wasg made. of all E-l; and 1-12 public school.

- ¥
districts in the United States which enrall SDD .students or less. Of-"the,
ﬂait:i.@n's 15,601 public d;stf_ic:tsg 4,,;25 (26.4 percent). were f.identifigi as

quadifying K—i? or 1-12- systems. In New. Mexico, 43 qualifying districts were
.identified. These_ diséticts prféSEﬁEEd 48.9 percent! of the 'state's 88

Y = . i . . : - 13 g 2 ! .
. o . , . ‘ o . .




‘,__ - ’ \E -2-
; p g public sghf Flo. . an ﬁréil‘ 16 648 studag § ; *‘ .
oo Questiannéires s i L s £O euﬁgiiutgnﬂents of SlS"randcm;y{*$e;éétéd ;
f%@istfigtg’in the n: e e e ;Dmpletéd quésti@nﬁsires;ware'éétﬁrneé from
! 542 dist:i;ts (78.7 - B LR ; same questignnalre was mailed to 23 dis;tlcts
in*New'Mexica, Sf ST ;fdedx(;B 9 percent)..:The;questi@ngaife posed
questians relatec . : fél distrigt the.’s;hucl é;perinténdent!,ithe
teachers, ségmol pf"v _ student péffﬂrmanca. .
A camparisan aﬂ th3x§§gof findiﬁgs in New Mexico with ‘tHoge Df thé natianal
study are- fEPOfEEd in Iablé l ) ) R o, A .
) o CONCLUSION \ o
. s . LS o sf , SR R
NEW Mexico is one af ;the 1eading states in the natiaﬂ in relatian to tha
number of rural distriztg which make up the state's publ;; schaal systé§ it§i§
clearly ‘evident - that the éparatign and!paﬂ§gemenﬁ of the smalllggrg} distfict

O
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poses challenges and rewards, in many ﬁaysgsuniqﬁely different- from those of a

létge*Qrbaﬁ_distriQt, and-even many larger fural distti:ts.. It 18" hoped . that

N . ¥
the ﬂfgrmatiﬂn presented thElﬂ will assist New. H§xicg educatgrs, and .0thers”™

= .

interasted in eduzaticn, to more knowledgeably EnhanCE the strengths ané address

- o, “ - o
the needs Df the small/ru;al dist:igts wichin the state. Y. e ‘
v % }
v ]
el Fr ‘: ‘
. a % ,s-“;é ! -
= | 5
3 5 - , 5 N
= \J [ -



‘ ﬁDEPARISQN OF RESEARCH FTNDINGS OH Kle PUBLIC SCHOOL DT TRICIS IN NEW: MEXICO

"AND THDSE,NAIIDHﬁIDE ENRDLZTEG 900 STHDENTS DR

EyTaS 2 ‘ — I
= Tt s . ’_ N ' et i
R . — o Y
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N
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Ihe Rural Dig

i t s
é'l._ Average Stud nt Eﬁrallment per distfict _
2. . Averdge number of schools-gler district . '.
'3.. Average ‘stident enrollment .per. school"
4i Average . .geographical gize of ﬂistrict in, -

‘ *w» 8quare miles -
5. “Percent, .of student's bussed to schoal,
‘6, Meéan- fartiest one=way distaﬁce‘stgééncs‘
. bussed -(indiles) Lt

fegeipt“ﬁf

7. Percent of distriets repafting
i state aid.or- funding for small school !
. distriects = - .
- 8. Average dollar amaunt af last bOﬂd ;Esua
9. Percent of districts passing last bond issue
. Percent of districts reporting decliﬁiég

40.
= e?tallmEﬁcs

The SHPEPIEEEndEnt‘

Avgrage age of superin;end

N

1.

2.” Percent of.superintendents holding
master's as highest iegfee '
Pércent of superintendents hglding Ed.

i Specialist degree
4. Percent of superintendents halding
doectorate degree =

5. Average tenure as superintendent (‘years)
6. Percent of superiuten&Eﬂts reporting annual
salary in excess.’of $35,000 . P

7. Pézcén; of full-time superintendents
8. Percent of superintendent/prin:ipal

4 Eamﬁimatiﬁﬁs : ; .

9. [Percent of superinténdents who worked

4for district prior to appaiutment as .| = -
/superinEEﬁdént _ _ . ./ \

— = . ia

~ -

- Average mnumber ef slementary tgaéhars iﬁ

The Teachers

-

15}
/ district /
2.0 Average number of secagdary taa:hers/i
district NN

3. Average teacher/studEﬁt ratio /3 om

4. . Percent teachér turnover (tQSz 83) ; 5
5. . teacher ‘salary ( 82*33) )
6. Mean EQE teacher salary (1982-8 ) P

7. Mean current teacher salary (1982—83)( .

T

¥

o 41.2
$318,705 .
88,2~

12.1-

-

14.5

- - 1:14.5

10.5
1§15,478
$24,327

$20,429 -

New Maxitari

,Natiﬂﬁ

436
2.4
188 45

245
19.0

24.2

1s716,000 . -

87.5
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) SR » ~ Table 'l (continued)
o 8. "Average.number of "a;apa"'ta raach’tap‘éf » O . 3
salary schedule L wg - e 17.0- Y 14,5
‘9. " Avérage' number of- different aub;act pfapar— - e, . )
'**ationa for aa;ondary -teachers . . S, 5.3 - 7 - 3.5°
- . .
S;udent Parfcfman;a ? AR - ’ if‘, g .
sl *«Héan numbar af graﬁuatiﬁg aaniara : N © 26.0". 34,5
2. Percent of graduating séeniors racagniaad as . . .
National Merit Exam Fimalists ey .- , ‘0 1.0
3. Percent of graduating seniors aahiaviag 2 . o ' '
aacraa of 25 or above on Ameridan Callaga - _ . -
E%? "Test (ACT Exam) . . - « 4,5 7.5
4." Percent of graduating. aaniara achiav;ng o N :
" ' 'scores 0f 1100 or: above on Schalas;;a S N )
 .Aptitude Test (SAT Exam) ° Lo fone205 0 2.6
5.. Percent of graduating aaniara gaing on taf” I :
college” - “ E - 36.7 - 38.6
6. Pércent of graduating aaniora gaipg*ta o T
] taahﬁiaal school ™ . ' . : . 13,0 . 14.1
N L o ! _ o
S,h o;iPragrama ¢ . s L A ’ Sl
1. ' Percent of diafr;ata§axglaying—aithar full or ! '

*par;atime, the fallawinggraaauf;a personnel: . - '

_ Spa:iai Education CLT . e . 94,1 86.6
Sthool Counmselor , - ‘1 % ¢ | : _ 94;:1- 79.4 -
School Paychalogiaﬁ ” B _ : . P 0- 33.8

- School Nurse . R S . ¥ 52.9.:"° . 45.1°
Libtarian/Media Specialist . . . 82.3 80.9
‘Adult_Education Director .o -0 22.0
Communlcy Education Director ;21f , o 0 . 7.8
Vocational Education, Diraaé&r L 7%_ -0 - % © 22,0

2, Percent of districts. affarlng the’ig 1awing L '
- sports pragrama.a ; _ ot _
. Football ) ,‘ P 76.5." 69.2
© 'Basketbdll . . T 100. 100
’ Baseball . - . N U NS U & - S (R g
Softball L e N - b0 37,1
Volleyball o - S 8§.4= 55.7
Cross Cauntzy Tra:k . ) - 5.8 23.3
Soccer’ ' - T L e K 0 ) 57&P
Wreatling - s CRE - 0 25.'2
Track and Field R / 941 78:7
. Godf | - ' — . 5.9 22.4
-4 Tennis . . ) 1. 5.9 16.3
Switming ) 5.9 3.2
" Gymnastics : 5.9 5.9




’ __Variable ' - fexi

Percent dfrdistriéts éffériﬁg the following
‘courses as a part of their curriculum: :

Spanish : ¢t
German :

French -
Calculus

Chemistry .

Computer Science

. E£lectronics

Vocational Agriculture
Physics. : hf

e

] et
(N OV O — 0000000

41.8

9.7
18.9

35.9

79.4
160.3
‘13.0

s i :
¢ -
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